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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 10/2/07 have been fully considered. The arguments 
begin by discussing how the newly amended claims distinguish over the prior art due to 
the addition of the last four limitations of claim 44. The Examiner has found a new 
reference, Hill (U.S. Patent No. 6,467,687) to teach/suggest these features. The Hill 
reference is a credit card packaging system. The system allows for a credit card to be 
packaged with various forms related to a user of the credit card. Hiirs system simply 
does not split the forms to be printed to multiple printing stations and then collate them 
back together. The previously cited reference, Roberts teaches/suggests these 
features. 

The arguments say that the Roberts reference do not teach the scanning of the 
collated document. However, in review of the Roberts reference and the Hill reference, 
there is enough information provided to at least suggest the claimed features. The 
Roberts reference shows in Fig. 7 that his invention has all the appropriate modules to 
perform a scanning of an identifier of each and every page of a document. Roberts 
simply does it as they come in instead of after it's been merged. However, it would 
seem that the results would be the same as the claimed invention, all pages of a 
document are verified to be proper. In addition, the Hill reference also discloses in Fig. 
5A. item 1 14 that all items are compared and verified. 
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Arguments are also presented in regards to the Parrel! reference. Due to the 
amendments to the claims, and the usage of the Hill reference, the Farrell reference is 
no longer needed In the rejection of the independent claims. 

Additional cited prior art reference such as Jones are selectively used to help 
rejecter certain dependent claims. 

Claims 52 and 56 are similarly analyzed as claim 44 above. 

The rejection is thus made final due to the new grounds of rejection based upon 
amended claims. Please see the rejection below for more details. 



Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fomns the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this OfTice action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth In section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



Claims 44-46, 48-53, 55-57 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hill (U.S. Patent No. 6,467,687) in view of Roberts et al (U.S. Patent 
No. 6,650,431) 
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Regarding claims 44, 52, 56, the Hill reference discloses A method for forming a 
document to be created from multiple resources, in accordance with document 
attributes, the method comprising steps of: 

receiving a soft copy of a part of the document which is to be printed; (Fig. 5A, 
item 100->108 is form data) 

Hill does not explicitly disclose the next few limitations regarding the splitting up 
of the data and sending them to different printers. 

However, Roberts, as mentioned in the previous rejection discloses : 

generating multiple print files from the soft copy; (Fig. 4, Items 402, 404 show 
color and black and white pages separated in a print job) 

applying the multiple print files to individual printers to print corresponding 
document portions from the print files; (Fig. 1. items 124, 126) 

collating the printed document portions from the printers into a single collated 
hard copy portion of the document; (Fig. 1 , item 114) 

Hill and Roberts are combinable because both are in the art of combining various 
portions of document together to make a final document. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have used a multiple printer printing method like that of Roberts 
in the Hill invention. 
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The motivation would have been to allow a quicker way to print larger or complex 
documents. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Hill and Roberts to obtain the 
invention as specified. 

Hill further discloses scanning one or more sheets of the collated hard copy 
portion of the document to detect an identifier on the collated hard copy portion of the 
document; (Fig. 5A, column 12, lines 25-34) 

adding an auxiliary item, not printed from a print file from the soft copy, to the 
collated hard copy portion of the document to form the final document; (Fig. 5A, items 
102, 104, 106 - is the flow for making a card to be inserted into the final package) 

scanning the auxiliary item to detect an identifier on the auxiliary item; (Fig. 5A, 
column 12, lines 25-34) and 

verifying completion of the final document in accordance with the document 
attributes, based at least in part on the detected identifiers. (Fig. 5A, column 12, lines 
35-55. 
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Regarding claim 45, Hill discloses the method of claim 44, wherein the auxiliary 
item comprises a credit card. (Fig. 5A) 

Regarding claims 46, 53, Hill discloses the method of claim 44, wherein the step 
of adding an auxiliary item is responsive to the detected identifier on the collated hard 
copy portion of the document. (Fig. 5A, item 1 14, 5B - Hill discloses that two different 
checks are made and that the addition of the card to create the final document is in 
response to both the card and the form being correct.) 

Regarding claim 48, Hill discloses the method of claim 44, wherein at least one 
step of scanning to detect an identifier comprises scanning to capture information from 
bar code. (Fig. 5A, item 121 is a check for embossing and encoding.) 

Regarding claim 49, Hill discloses the method of claim 44, wherein at least one 
step of scanning to detect an identifier comprises recognition of one or more characters. 
(Hill discloses in Fig. 5A, 5B that the verification of the card is on embossing/encoding 
and the detection of the form is by rereading. This would comprise at least recognizing 
one character since it is rereading a form) 

Regarding claim 50, Hill discloses the method of claim 44, wherein at least one 
step of scanning to detect an identifier comprises recognition of a graphic. (Fig. 5B, item 
121 discloses recognition of an embossing, so that can be considered a graphic) 
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Regarding claims 51 , 55, Hill discloses the method of claim 44, wherein the step 
of verifying completion comprises comparing the detected identifiers to desired 
attributes for the final document specified in a data file for the document to be created. 
(Fig. 5B. shows that the form is reread and compared to the computer file. The 
computer file inherently consists of attributes for the document to be created, so the 
comparison who be with identifier on the form against attributes that would identify the 
identifiers as something else) 

Regarding claim 57, Hill discloses the system of claim 56, further comprising at 
least one scanning device in communication with the computer for scanning the collated 
hard copy portion of the document and the auxiliary item and supplying data related to 
the identifiers to the computer ( Fig. 5B discloses a method for verifying documents, so 
the system in Fig. 1 would inherently have some module for performing this task.) 

Claims 47 and 54 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hill (U.S. Patent No. 6.467,687) in view of Roberts et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,650,431) and 
further in view of Jones et al (U.S. Patent No. 7,034,951) 

Regarding claims 47, 54, the Roberts reference discloses a method of distributed 
printing. 
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It does not explicitly disclose "detecting an error in a prior collation of the hard 
copy portion of the document; 

wherein the step of applying the multiple print files to individual printers includes 
supplying a command to reprint at least one of the corresponding document portions 
responsive to the detecting of the error." 

However, Jones discloses in Fig. 3, item 110, and column 6, lines 6-34 that 
unmatched pages needs to be reprinted. 

All references are combinable because the are in the art of merging documents. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have reprinted unmatched or wrong pages. 

The motivation would have been to reprint pages that were wrongly printed so 
that the document can be formatted correctly. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine all references to obtain the 
invention as specified. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Yixing Qin whose telephone number Is (571)272-7381. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:30-6:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Twyler Lamb can be reached on (571)272-7406. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



